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The first trial is over & there have been many changes since it began. 

The original decision by all five freedom-fighters was to proceed with the 
trials, grit their teeth, plead not guilty & take their chances that they may 
minimalize the legal attack upon them by findir^j some loopholes through which 
to win acquittals. There was no illusion on their part that the trial would 
be "fair" or a presentation of "truth". From the very start it was known that 
court is a game, & that there would be a tradeoff of political forcefulness 
for hope on the legal front. By the conclusion of the trial, different app¬ 
roaches had developed & different outcomes seen. Two people chose to plead 
guilty & received relatively heavy sentences. Two received full convictions 
& have yet to be sentenced. And one was acquitted on all but one charge & 
sentenced to one day in jail. The court details are described more fully in 
the legal update. 

This entire case is about guerrilla politics, even when the five on trial 
have not had the freedom to raise their voices about it. It should have been 
abundantly clear to everyone that never have any of the charges been denied 
by any of the accused, even though they have pleaded not guilty in court. In 
the * 80 *s, it is an illusion to expect to have free range of political ex¬ 
pression in the courtroom. The defendant has little power over anything in 
the court, or in the media, & any effort to bring in politics is largely 
thwarted by lawyers, prosecutors, & judges. The politics, therefore, are most 
strongly understood through the actions that have brought the people to jail 
& to the court, & it is people on the outside that must use their voices to 
continue the political development involved. The charges that the Vancouver 
Five face speak for themselves. It is the actions & the people that we stand 
behind, not arbitrary or false rights, such as "the right to a fair trial". 

And it is the politics behind those actions & people that we can be a part 
of & continue the work with. The politics are the glue that binds us out here 
with those that are imprisoned for acts committed as blows against the des¬ 
tructive path of this society. 

No matter what legalistic compromises have had to be made to attempt to 
avoid the martyrdom of long sentences, & no matter what silence has been nec¬ 
essary to avoid implicating themselves, they have never renounced their con¬ 
viction that action must be taken, directly, to stop the war machine & its 
patriarchal, imperialist, & conquistadorial attitudes. The questions of tar¬ 
gets & tactics have been raised by the actions that they are charged with, & 
have been discussed somewhat through the few writings & interviews they have 
agreed to. Those actions & writings have been intended for nothing less than 
encouraging others to undergo the same process. Any mistakes from the past 
serve best, not to discourage, but to finetune our development into action. 



legal update 

The pre-trial "voir dire" section concluded in December, 4 months after 
the start of the trial, with Judge S.M. Toy ruling in the prosecution's favor. 
The police surveillance information & the wiretap evidence were ruled admis¬ 
sible although defense arguments showed clearly that the surveillance infor¬ 
mation released was selective, with a^major coverup around what really hap¬ 
pened the night of the firebombing of 3 Red Hot Video outlets. The Security 
Service brought in from Ottawa lawyers, the federal head of the Security 
Service, & the Assistant-Commissioner of the RCMP, to ensure that the Nation¬ 
al Security Act was used to protect their officers from revealing their iden¬ 
tities, their involvement in the surveillance during the firebombings, & their 
investigation of the wider political community. The defense's contention was 
that the surveillance teams did, in fact, have several people under watch the 
night of the arsons & witnessed the actions without making arrests which would 
have forced the police to cut short their investigation into Hydro & Litton. 

If the judge had accepted this as fact, he would have been forced by law 
to throw out the wiretap evidence on the grounds that the warrant to wiretap 
was obtained through a fraudulent affadavit, which stated the investigation 
was simply for Wimmin's Fire Brigade suspects. Yet we know there was no need 
to investigate an action that their teams sat & watched! The Crown's case in 
all the trials largely hinges on the wiretap evidence & it was predictable 
that the judge would never rule inadmissible the prosecution's main weapon. 

The trial proper, with jury & witnesses, began January 3 '84, making it 
almost one full year the five had spent behind bars awaiting trial. Most of 
the 98 witnesses called in the following 4 months of trial were specialized 
"watchers" reviewing the 3 months of surveillance prior to the arrests. The 
technology of surveillance included remote controlled closed-circuit TV 
cameras, microphone bugs sensitive enough to pick up conversations from other 
rooms, taps on public payphones, & 2 police observation posts in neighbours' 
homes. This testimony provided the most detailed picture of the techniques & 
structure of police investigation of radical & guerrilla activists, using 
procedures long practiced in all major criminal investigations but combined 
with political intelligence gathering. 

On March 16, Julie Belmas & Gerry Hannah entered guilty pleas before the 
judge, who explained away the disappearance of 2 of the accused to the jury 
by saying they were being dealt with separately, in another court. The trial 
resumed again with the remaining 3 prisoners, & the jury began to hear the 
tapes of the wiretaps, dealing primarily with the Brinks conspiracy. 

By April 24, little evidence had been produced against Doug Stewart on 
the charges of the Brinks conspiracy & possession of a stolen vehicle, so the 
judge ordered the jury to grant immediate acquittals on those charges. At the 
close of the trial, when the jury left to be sequestered until they reached 
a verdict, Doug faced only 3 charges - possession of weapons, break & entry, 

& possession of stolen property. Ann Hansen & Brent Taylor were facing 7 
charges, including the Brinks conspiracy,3 car thefts, possession of stolen 
property, & break & entry. Four full days passed before the jury reached their 
verdicts. For Doug Stewart, they returned with one guilty conviction only, 



for the possession of weapons. Taking the 16 months already spent in prison 
into account, he was sentenced to one day in jailI He remains there still 
awaiting all the upcoming trials. Due to the quite conclusive evidence against 
Ann & Brent based on the wiretaps, the jury found them both guilty on every 
one of the counts. The judge postponed indefinitely their sentencing. 

guilty pleas -4^—— “V —_ ** —L 

Julie Belmas & Gerry Hannah pleaded guilty in mid-trial, to a reduced 
number of charges, after several months of careful consideration. Julie 
pleaded guilty to conspiracy to rob a Brinks guard, attempted arson of the 
Port Coquitlam Red Hot Video, car theft, possession of stolen property, pos¬ 
session of explosives, possession of weapons dangerous to the public peace, 

& the bombing of Litton Industries. Gerry pleaded guilty to the same charges 
with the exception of possession of explosives & the Litton bombing. A pub¬ 
licity ban was imposed on the media by the judge for the duration of the 
trial so as to not prejudice the outcome for the other 3 defendants who were 

still pleading not guilty to some of the same charges. 

The strongest incentive for the guilty plea was to put an end to the 
dead time - awaiting the trials; & then sitting boxed in in court, day after 
day. They both wanted to get sentenced & begin serving their time right away, 
since dead time (which would have totalled about 2h yrs.) is rarely consider¬ 
ed when the judge imposes a sentence. And since there is little opportunity 
for any politics or truth to cut through the courtroom bullshit, it seemed 

useless to go through the trials knowing that it was unlikely to bring light 

sentences. 

By Canadian law, any deals are merely discussions between defense law¬ 
yers & the prosecution, while the judge has no requirement to honour any ver¬ 
bal agreements around a deal. Although defense lawyers were assured that the 
charges would be greatly reduced from the original list, there was no guaran¬ 
tee on the sentence. For all their efforts & hopes of leniency, the judge re¬ 
turned on May 18 with near-maximum sentences, considering what the charges 
were. For Julie, a 20 year sentence (10 for the Brinks conspiracy, 10 for the 
Litton bombing, & the rest to run concurrent). She has already announced her 
intention to appeal the sentence. For Gerry, a 10 year sentence (10 for the 
Brinks conspiracy & the rest concurrent). 

The shock following the sentences was at the realization that plea bar¬ 
gaining & expressions of remorse truly made no impact on what was unfolding. 
It was a reminder of what people had known all along, that this case was to 
serve as an example with the selection of evidence controlled by the police 
& the outcome pre-determined. The Toronto Crown attorney stated that: "Civil 
disobedience in Canada involving acts of violence & terrorism must be crushed 
in its infancy". The judge sentenced accordingly, stating that "the crimes 
were not political but simply the work of common criminals", & that he would 
sentence based only on the principles of deterrence & that the severity of 
the sentences was to ensure that no others would resort to acts of anarchy & 
terrorism against society. It was expected that the police would try to sac¬ 
rifice these individuals as a model of the fate for others to follow, but we 
know they are only successful in the sacrifice if there are no others to con¬ 
tinue sabotaging the war machine. PROVE THEM WRONG1 


political sentencing 

Ann Hansen has now pleaded guilty to the remaining charges against her - 
B.C. Hydro bombing, Litton bombing, arson of North Vancouver Red Hot Video, 
possession of explosives, & possession of weapons dangerous to the public 
peace. These will be added to her convictions from the first trial. Her sen¬ 
tencing hearing on all the charges will begin June 4 & continue for 3 days, 
during which she will call witnesses to speak on the struggle against the in¬ 
stitutions she has admitted to attacking. She will give a statement explain¬ 
ing why she believes it was necessary for Direct Action & Wimmin's Fire Brig¬ 
ade to take militant steps, & her response to accusations of being a terrorist. 

Several reasons motivated the decision to plead guilty. A combination of 
being aware that there is no justice received ^hrough court trials, overwhelm¬ 
ing evidence against her on most charges, & the sensibility of facing the ex¬ 
pected long sentence now & working toward her release date without delay. But 
the primary objective was to use the sentencing as the only real opportunity 
to be completely straightforward in portraying her politics. This will be the 
sole presentation of realit y during this entire mess of trials..."this is who 
I am, this is the way it is, & this is why I acted...". If there ever was an 
important time to be present in the courtroom, this is it. Be there! 

put b.c. hydro on trial 

The prosecution has reversed the order of the trials, delaying the Red 
Hot Video trial in order to proceed now with the charges on the Hydro action. 
The opportunity will be taken to have testimony from environmental activists 
on the struggle against the Cheekye-Dunsmuir line & other B.C. Hydro projects. 
Public forums will also be scheduled during the trial to bring to public light 
the criminal acts of the Hydro energy corporation. 

writings of the five 

A forty page pamphlet has just been released including political analysis, 
poetry, & drawings by the five. To order it, send $1.00 to the Free the Five 
Defense Group (address below). 

to contribute support 

* SENTENCING - JUNE 4-6 10:00 a.m. Supreme Court. Carnarvon St., New West. 

Ann Hansen faces sentencing hearing, gives political statement on actions. 

Demonstration of support outside courthouse on both first & last days, 

everyone is urged to attend! 

* TRIAL - JUNE 11 10:00 a.m. Supreme Court, New Westminster 

Pretrial motions begin on B.C. Hydro charges. 

- JUNE 18 Trial begins. 

Demonstration of support outside courthouse..."Put B.C. Hydro On Trial" 

* WRITE LETTERS to any of the 5 incarcerated: 

Oakalla Prison, Drawer "0", Burnaby, B.C. V5H 3N4 

* FREE THE VANCOUVER FIVE DEFENSE GROUP 

P.0. Box 48296. Bentall Station Vancouver, B.C. V7X lAl 
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